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Sir: 

This is a response to the Restriction Requirement of June 28, 2004. The 
Examiner has restricted the groups into two claims, Group I, claims 1-16 and Group II, claims 
17 and 18. Applicant provisionally elects the Group 1 claims, claims 1-16 with traverse. 

Furthermore, it appears that the Examiner has indicated that the application is 
believed to have two sets of patentably distinct species of the claimed invention: 

a. Natural fibers are provided as rovings; and 

b. Natural fibers are provided as a mat; 
as well as 
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c. The natural fibers in isocyanate and resin mixture are applied to the skin 
simultaneously; 

d. The natural fibers are applied to the skin first and the isocyanate and 
resin mixture are applied onto the natural fibers. 

Applicant provisionally elects with traverse to prosecute species b. and d. in 
which claims 1-4, 6, 8-12, 14 and 16 are readable thereon. 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the restriction and the election 
of species requirements. The .Office indicates that Group I and Group II are distinct because 
the product can be made by another and materially different process. The Office's rejection 
requirement does not appear to be necessary. The Office's demand for a restriction 
requirement is burdensome, not only to the Patent Office and the applicant, but also to the 
public. Applicant will be forced to expend considerable monies for filing and prosecuting at 
least one additional patent application. The Office will be burdened by multiple unnecessary 
applications and redundant repetition of work. The public will generally be burdened by 
having to consider multiple applications and patents where in reality, the need for them does 
not exist. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the requirement for 
restriction be withdrawn, and early action on the merits with respect to all the claims be issued. 
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Applicant believes that all of the issues raised in the Office Action have been 



addressed. Prompt and favorable consideration of this application is requested. If the 
Examiner notes any minor errors, he is invited to telephone the undersigned so that the matter 
can be promptly handled by Examiner's amendment. 



Date: Julv 14. 2004 

BROOKS KUSHMAN P.C. 

1000 Town Center, 22 nd Floor 
Southfield, MI 48075-1238 
Phone: (248) 358-4400 
Fax: (248) 358-3351 



Respectfully submitted, 



BARI W. BROWN 
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Attorney for Applicant 



